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Current Topics. 
A Judge’s Inspection. 


Last WEEK Mr. Justice Eve, accompanied by counsel and 
others, visited the Fortune Theatre, near Drury-lane, on an 
issue whether the accommodation of the theatre was i 
accordance with a certain contract. This procedure is now, 
, entirely regular under Order 50, r. 4, but in the past 
it has twice been the subject of a somewhat piquant difference 
of opinion between judges. In Jackson Vv. The Duke oO} 
Newcastle, 1864, 3 De G. J. & S. 273, an important case on the 
prospective obstruction of ancient lights, Sir Joun Romigty, 
then Master of the Rolls, himself inspect d the pre mises and 
granted an injunction to prevent the defendants continuing 
their building as planned. On appeal Lord WesrsBury 
dissolved the injunction, and (p. 286) expressed disapproval 
of the course taken by Romi.iy, M.R.,in making the Inspet tlol 
on the ground that such inspection might have brought hin 


of course 


to a conclusion directly opposed to the evidence. In the 
decorous pages of the reports, Lord Westsury’s criticism is 
mildly deprecatory, and if there were any acid remarks made 
about a judge taking upon himself without a single qualifica- 
tion the office and function of a paramount expert witness, 
they do not appear. Some of the older members of Lincoln’s 
Inn, however, might perhaps have something to say on t! 

matter, and it is certain that the relations of Lord WESTBURY 
and Sir JOHN were not always entirely harmonious. In 

more recent case (London Ge neral Omnibus Co. v. Lavell, 
1901, 1 Ch. 135) the late Lord FARWELL went into the yard at 
the west of the courts to inspect two omnibuses in a passing-off 
case, and granted an injunction, the vehicles really being 
exhibits too bulky to be brought into court. The Court of 
Appeal, with Lord ALVERSTONE presiding, reversed this 
decision, chiefly on the ground that there was no evidence that 


anyone was deceived. But later on, in Bourne v. Swan and 


Edgar Ltd., 1903, 1 Ch. 211, Lord Farwett had something to 
say to the Court of Appeal, and carefully explained for th 
benefit of the judges above the difference between a suit in 
equity for passing off ard a common-law action of dec 

(pp. 226-7)—in effect pointing out that the action was dealt 


with in the Court of Appeal entirely on a wrong footing. 
Unfortunately at the time the one Chancery judge in that 
court was for various reasons unable to uphold the stand pornt 


of equity against his colleague As Lord FARWELL pointed 
out, it had been held in the House of Lords, that in a passing-off 
case the issue was o7 for t judge and not for witnesses, see 
Payton v. Snelling Lan pard & Co., 1901, A.C. 308. In ancient 
light cases different considerations prevail, and thers weighty 


authority against the expediency of a judge’s vir ee Leech 
v. Sweder, 1874, 46 L.J. ¢ 232 (Lord JESSE! d Colls v. 
Home and Colonial Stores, Ltd., 1904, AC. 179 t p. 192 
(Lord MACNAGHTEN). 


High Bail. 


THE BAIL granted in respect of Mr. Morrtss in the Uckfield 


case (£5,000 himself and £2,500 for two sureties, making 
£10,000 in all) is certainly substantial. ” Having regard, 
however, to the fact that so lor 10 1875. bail was fixed 
In one case In the sum of $3,000,000, or just ver LOOOLOCO 
there need be no talk about rec rd The « nh question wa 

People v. Tweed, 63 N.Y. App. 202, and was t ndictment of 
the notorious New York Tammar Li for embezzling the 
City’s fund a The pith of our law conta ed in the Bill of 
Rights—‘ Excessive bail ought not to be required.” See also 


a 
Lord Russet or Kittowen, L.C.J.,in RB. v. Rose, 1898, 67 L.., 
Q.B. 289, at p. 292 : ‘It cannot be too strong! mipressed 


upon magistrates that bail is not intended to | punitive, but 


merely to secure the attendance of t trial o1 
to come for judg > The offene \ batl d 

cretionary are enumerated 25 ol Ind I Offences 
Act, 1848. In other and minor ¢ the pr r may have 
it as of right. Obviously so fara nt ed there 
must be a rough calculation based on several factors, and if a 
very wealthy perso! ( rood th a ' ous offence 
bail will run Resear ded com- 


parable to those in the Tweed Case, but 
£20 000, was ree 


remembered that, not long oO, In t in-running ’’ case 
against Captain C. H. Arvrrecp, Mr. Justice TALBOT refused 
to reduce the figure of £10,000 thu d, ard the accused 
therefore remained in « tedy for default of : urety. 
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Interdependent Crimes: Acquittal of One and Con- 
viction of Another. 

For an unsuccessful attempt to apply to cases of incest the 
doctrine applicable to cases of conspiracy, that where two 
persons are indicted together for conspiracy, both must be 
acquitted or both convicted, reference may be made to R. v. 
Gordon, 1] T.L.R. 611. It does not of course necessarily 
follow that one person alone may not be validly convicted 
of conspiracy, as may happen where a person is accused of 
conspiracy with persons unknown, or with persons since 
dead: R. v. Nicholls, 1742, 12 R.R R. v. Scott, 1761, 
3 Burr, 1262; R. v. Cooke, 5 B. & C. 538; R. v. Ahearne, 
6 Cox 6. Where, however, several persons are tried together 
for conspiracy with each other, then of course the above- 
rule trictly apply The authority for this 
pring iple is to be found in R. v. Plummer, 1902, 2 K.B. 339. 
There three persons were tried jointly with conspiring together. 
One of them plead d guilt v tothe ¢ harge, and was subsequently 
called as a witness for the prosecution against the other two 
The latter were ac quitted. In these the 
question arose whether the prisoner who had pleaded guilty 
to the charge of conspiracy, could be convicted in face of 
the verdict of guilty returned in favour of the other 
prisoners by the jury. It was held by the Court of Criminal 
Cases Reserved that the finding could not stand, and the opinion 
was further expressed (i). at p. 344), that, even if sentence 
had been pas ed before the trial of the other prisoners, it must 
necessarily have been vacated or treated as erroneous, upon the 
acquittal of the latter. 

Now in R. v. Gordon 


388 ; 


mentioned will 


circumstances 


not 


a brother and sister were indicted 
for incest, there being two counts in the indictment, the 
first charging the appellant, and the second charging his 
These counts were tried separately, the appellant 
being convicted, but his The Court of 
Criminal Appeal held that the conviction of the appellant 
was not nullified by the at quittal of his sister. The grounds 
for this decision are clearly set out in the judgment of the 
Court (at p. 612) What had to be proved against the 
appellant ? It had to be shown: (a) that he had had carnal 
knowledge of the that she was his sister; and 
(c) that he knew at the time she For the 
woman to be convicted it had to be proved: (a) that she had 
permitted carnal knowledge to take place with the appellant ; 
(b) that the appellant was her brother; and (c) that he 
was her brother to her knowledge. It is clear that while 
the evidence may be overw he lming against the male prisoner 
in a of incest, the female prisoner may be entitled to 
an acquittal either on the ground that she did not consent 
or on the ground that she did not 
her the 


sister. 
ister acquitted 


woman: (h) 
was his sister. 


Case 


to the carnal knowledge, 
know of the 
prisoner, 


re lation hip het we en and male 


A Peer’s Privilege. 
the Act of 1916 makes the offence 


(Sa misdemeanour (though 


Larceny 
| 


THE FACT THAT 
of obtaining money by false preten 
the privilege of trial by peers. 
take place, as laid down by KY EMMING, 

Lorp Vaux, in the reign of James I, 
in four cases, treason, fecony, misprision of treason, 
and misprision of felony Lord Vaux, it may be remembered, 
who refused to take the oath of all gance 
under the Statute of Praemunire, 
lands forfeited, and himself 
life It 
under this statute by aiding 


heavily punishable) preclud 
Such a trial can only 
L.C.J., at the trial of 


namely, 


wasa Roman Catholi: 
to JAMES, 
and was declared outlawed, his 
for 
fan off nee 
ige of a person included tn the Royal 
the Except 

a peer does not seem to have any 


The re is, 


ouilty 


was found 


sentenced to Impl onment 1s still possible, 
by the w iV, to comn 
and abetting the marri: 


Marriages Act 


in respect of trial for felony 


without Sovereign's consent 


special privilege in the courts it is true, an ancient 


tradition that a peel who has occasion to present a petition 
of right need not qualify it by the adjective ‘‘ humble” nor 





his prayer at the end of it by the adverb “ humbly.” But 
the distinction is not mentioned in the text-books, and perhaps 
the more prudent course for a nobleman, who preferred dispatch 


to dignity, would be to adopt the common form. 


The Late Mr. W. H. Leycester. 

THE DEATH OF Mr. LeEYcEsTER, the Bow Street Metropolitan 
Magistrate, at a comparatively early age, is a great loss to the 
administration of justice in London. Mr. LeycestTer had 
proved an exceptionally capable and careful magistrate. 
He was extremely conscientious and painstaking, speaking 
seldom, and never attempting to advertise or magnify his 
office. His sometime over-indulgence in granting summonses 
to persons who had petty quarrels with their neighbours 
showed his scrupulous desire to do justice, and not to shirk 
hard work of any kind. On taking his seat at Bow Street on 
Friday, Sir Cuartres Brron sympathetically referred to the 
great loss suffered by Mr. Leycester’s death. ‘“‘ He was a 
most admirable lawyer, a thorough master of criminal law in 
all its intricacies He brought to the discharge of his duties 
an unfailing kindness, and a patience which his colleagues 
could only admire from afar as an almost incredible ideal. 
Every case he tried not merely left the impression that that 
case was well tried to the right conclusion, but that every 
avenue had been explored in order to arrive at what was a just 
and equitable decision. His patience was even more remark- 
able, because of late years it was obvious to all who saw him 
that he was discharging his duties in spite of great physical 
suffering. His loss is indeed an irreparable one, both to those 
who knew him so well and to the public who only knew him 


as an admirable magistrate.” 


The Politics of Magistrates. 


Lorp Granam, Lord-Lieutenant of the County of Bute, 
recently addressed a letter to The Times, challenging the action 
of the Lord Chancellor in endeavouring to ascertain that the 
magistrates, and above all the committees which recommended 
the magistrates, were not of one political complexion. The 
loyal Commission, he maintained, had made it clear that 
inquiries should not be made into the political opinions of 
prospective magistrates. Lord HALDANE in his presidential 
address to the fourth annual general meeting of the Magistrates’ 
Assoc iation last week, supported the action of the Lord 
Chancellor, and in so doing gave expression to the practical, 
common-sense view of the question. If all Lord-Lieutenants 
had proved to be ideally just in their recommendations no 
rules would have had to be devised for their guidance in the 
future. Some of them had obviously not reached the ideal 
standard, but had erred in some direction or other. One of 
the principal directions favoured by errant Lord Lieutenants 
was seen to lead to a political morass. Experience in dealing 
with Lord-Lieutenants under the old system showed that 
some of them who were very good, by an inherent instinet 
concluded that all magistrates must not be of one political 
opinion. Others said they did not inquire into political views, 
and that they recommended people whom they believed to 
be thoroughly good and reliable; to some of these that meant 
that they were of one political opinion. The Royal Com- 
mission recommended that there should be a fair distribution 
among those concerned. No disqualified 
individually because of his or her political opinions. But the 
Lord Chancellor, who in fact makes the appointments, has to 
study and be satisfied with the list submitted as a whole, as 
well as each name on the list. Local justice as administered 
by magistrates is a matter which may be viewed from more 
Ensure that there are representatives of the 


one was to be 


than one angle. 
three great political parties, each of which views social activities 
from three different angl:s, and you go a long way to see that 
justice is equitably administered, and that the administration 
of justice commands the respect of all classes of citizens. 
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Options. 


THERE have recently been several decisions by the courts, 
on the subject of options, and of these the case of Batchelor 
v. Murphy, 41 T.L.R. 153, is perhaps the most interesting 
but at the same time the most difficult to understand There 
a lessor had granted a lease for a term of ten and a half years, 
from the 6th October, 1913, with an option to purchase the 
freehold for the sum of £3,000, upon giving three calendar 
months’ notice in writing. In November, 1915, the tenant 
desired to assign the residue of the term of his lease, so as to 
be relieved of all liability under the covenants. A memoran- 
dum was executed and signed by all parties, whereby the 
tenant was to surrender the lease, and a new lease was to 
be granted to the proposed new tenants, on the same terms 
and conditions in all respects as the lease surrendered The 
new lease however, was never executed, but the new tenants 
went into possession and paid rent. The 
a later date called for a conveyance of the freehold at a price 
of £3,000 in purported exercise of the option, given to the 
original tenant. It was held by a majority of the Court of 
Appeal that the new tenants were entitled to a new lease 
containing all the same terms as were included in the original 
lease, and including therefore the term with regard to the 
option. 

It was of course immaterial that no lease had in fact been 
granted, because in the circumstances the new tenants were 
entitled to specific performance. The point, however, was, 
whether according to the wording of the memorandum 
the lease was intended by the parties to include a claus 
giving the new tenants a similar option to purchase the 
freehold for £3,000. 

The agreement in the words of the memorandum was to 
execute a new lease for the unexpired term on the 


new tenants at 


same terms and conditions in all respects as the lease,” ¢-e., 
the old lease. The whole question turned upon the meaning 
to be gives. to the word “ lease.”” That term the Court of 
Appeal pointed out, might mean, either the document embody- 
ing the agreement of the parties, or else the agreement itself, 
creating the relationship of landlord and tenant The court 
decided in the circumstances that the former meaning was 
to be given to the word “ lease,” and accordingly that the 
option was one of the terms, which had to be included in 
the new tenancy. The tenants were therefore held 
entitled to call for a conveyance of the freehold on the terms 
above mentioned. 

It might perhaps be of assistance to summarize the chief 


new 


points to be noted with regard to options. 

Options are of two kinds, viz.: options for a lease, and 
for purchase. They are essentially different in 
nature, and the distinction between them is carefully to be 
observed, since different principles of law will apply, according 
as the option falls within the one category or the other. 


options 


The importance of this distinction between the two kind 
of options becomes evident in the first place, when considering 
the effect of the Rule against Perpetuities on each class of 
option. 

As regards the nature of an option for purchase, the locus 
classicus is perhaps to be found in Woodall v. Clifton, L905, 
2 Ch. at p. 279. There Romer, L.J., in referring to covenants 
for such options said : 

“The covenant is aimed at creating, at a future time, the position 
of vendor and purchaser of the reversion between the owner and 
the tenant for the time being. It is in reality not a covenant con 
cerning the tenancy on its terms. Properly regarded, it cannot 
in our opinion be said directly to affect or concern the land, regarded 
as the subject matter of the lease, any more than a covenant with 
the tenant for the sale of the reversion to a stranger to the lease 


could be said to do so. It is nota provision for the continuance of 


the term, like a covenant to renew, which has been held to run with 
the reversion, though the fact that a covenant to renew should be 
held to run with the land has by many been considered as an anomaly, 
which it is too late now to question, though it is difficult to justify, 





An option to purchase is not a provision for the shortening of the 


term of the lease, like a notice to determine or a power of re-entry, 

though the result of the option, if exer 1, would or might be to 

destroy the tenancy It is, to our minds, erned with something 

wholly outside the relation of landlord and tenant, with which the 

statute of Henry VIII was dealing 

Although the Court of Appeal in Woodall v. Clifton, 
held that the covenant with regard to th: option for purchase 
was in the able, could 
not run with the reversion, it is nevertheless to be observed 
that WARRINGTON, J Id th 
was void for remoteness, on the ground that the Rule against 
Perpetuities applied to suc and that on the faets 
of the case, the rule had Moreover, there 
can scarcely be any question at the present time, the 
application of the Rul such option, 
in view of the comparatively recent decision on this point, 
given by RussELL, J., in Rider vy. Ford, 1923, 1 Ch. 541, to 
which further reference is made below. 


supra, 


circumstances unenfore because it 


inthe court below, he it the option 
opt ons, 


been infringed 


about 


against i ry tuities to 


Inasmuch as some options for purchase may be so worded 
as to appear as if they were options for a lease, it might be 
here mentioned that the true test would appear to be, whether 
or not it is intended to destroy the relationship of landlord and 
tenant existing between the parties. The option for purchase, 
it should be noted, contemplates the destruction of the lessor’s 
reversion, it being immaterial whether such reversion consists 
of a freehold ora leasehold, as, for example, where a lessee 
for a long term of years sub-lets and gives his sub-lessee the 
option of purchasing the residue of the term, they may remain 
vested in the lessor at the date of the exercise of the option. 

The option for purchase must therefore be such, that as 
from the date of its creation, it must be able to take effect, 
if at all, within a life or lives in being at such date and 
twenty-one years afterwards. If the option offends the 
Perpetuities Rules, it will be void ab initio, but although there 
will be no right of specific performance (London & South 
Western Rly. Co. v. Gomm, 1882, 20 Ch. D. 562), the aggrieved 
party may nevertheless be entitled to damages for breach of 
contract : Worthing Corporation v. Heather, 75 LJ. Ch. 761. 
While the Perpetuities Rule applies strictly to options for 
purchase, that rule does not apply to options for renewal, 
even though the covenant granting the option is so worded as 
to give the lessee the right of perpetual renewal. This may 
well be the case, for instance, where the covenant provides 
that the lessee is entitled to call for a fresh lease, 
terms and conditions, including a similar covenant for renewal, 
Where of course the covenant entitles the lessee to 
call for a new lease, “on the afid conditions,” 
the court will refuse to constru giving the 
lessee the right of perp tual renewal, in the absence of other 
evidence that the parties expressly intended the lease to be 
perpetually renewable, since the courts lean against 
construction : Iggulden v. 


Another distinction to be noted 
purchase and option for renewal, is that wherea 
cannot, at any rate in the of express agreement, be 
exercised once the original lease granting the option has been 
determined, notwithstanding that the relationship of landlord 
between the parties, and where the 
arly tenant, the latter 
; expiration of the 


of landlord 


on the same 


There ly 
ime term 


uch an option as 


uch a 
May, 1804, 7 East 237. 

an option for 
the former 


between 


abse nee 


and tenant still continues 
tenant continues in occupation a 
notwithstanding the 


uch relation hip (2.6 


may be exercised, 
original term, so long a 
and tenant) continu 

A useful case which ill distinctions is Rider v. 
Ford. 1923.1 Ch. 541. There an agreement for a lease provided 
that the prospective tena! t should ‘‘ take the house for three, 
option of pure hasing, either 


istrate thie 


five, or seven vyea;rs, and have the 
the freehold or a lease of 97 yeal The tenant entered 
into possession, but no lease was ever exe uted After the 
expiration of the seven year the tenant remained in possession 


as tenant from year to year. Eve ntually notice to quit was 
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Law of Property Acts. 
POINTS IN PRACTICE. 

In this column questions from Subscribers are invited and will bi 
answered by an eminent Conve yancer All questions should be addressed 
to—The Manager, *‘ The Solicitors’ Journal,’ Oyez House, Fetter Lane 
E.CA. The name and address of the Subscriber must accompany all 
communications, which should be typewritten (or wrilten) on one side of the 
paper only, and be in triplicate. 


INTEREST ON PuRCHASE-MONEY— DATE OF COMMENCEMENT 


19. Y. Can you furnish me with an authority for th 


; 


vosition that unde ran open contract or under a contrac 


where no date is fixed for completion the vendor is at liberty 


to charge a fair rate for interest from the date upon which he 
has first shown a good title to the property up to the dat: 


pro] 


of actual completion ? 

A. The following cases are authorities for the proposi- 
tion as to the date from which interest runs :—Carrodus 
\ Sharp (1855). 20 Beav.., quoted with approval ; Barsht 
v. Tagg, 1900, 1 Ch. 231; Binks v. Rokeby (1818), 2 Swanst 
222: Jones v. Mudd (1827), 4 Russ. 118. As to rate of interest 
in general allowable: See Re Davy, 1908, 1 Ch. 61, and Re 
Cooke, 1916, 1 Ch. 480, at pp 191-2, and cases quoted in 
Fry on Specifue Pr rformance, 6th ed., p 652. [N.B. This 

p 


answer appli to the law as it stands to-day.] 


Joint TENANCY AND TENANCY IN COMMON. 

20. Q. (a) Seven persons, all of age, are joint tenants 
for life under a will. The two personal representatives have 
10 power of sale, unless as personal representatives, but 
testator died some vears ago. After 1925, will the settled 

tate vest under Pt. LV of the L.P.A., 1925, Sched. 1, para. 1, 
n the personal re presentatives as joint tenants upon 
itery trusts, and can they sell and convey without the 
sanction of the life tenants? Alternatively, will the seven 
wrsons together be the tenants for life with all the statutory 
vowers ¢ 

(4) Where five persons of full age are now joint tenants 


benefiv ly could any three of them appoint themselves as 
trustees for the five ? 

A. (a) It is not definitely stated above whether the 
testator’s estate has been cleared by his legal personal represen 
tatives, or whether they have assented to the devise mentioned 
The right of the beneficiaries must be subject to the course of 
administration, 1f unfinished If, however, the estate is 
leared and the devise has received assent, the position will 


depend upon the terms of the will, in accordance with the 
reference given in the question. If the legal personal repre- 
ntatives are also trustees under the will the legal estate vests 


them upon t tatutory trusts (defined by the L.P.A., 
1925, ) If the legal personal representatives are not 
rustes d there are no other trustees, the proviso to the 
ab-paragraph in the schedule applies, and the land will vest 


nthe Public Trustee upon the statutory tru ts, but subject as 

\ difficulty, of cou may b uggested by the S.L.A., 
1925, 2nd Sched... para. | (1), for the will would constitute a 
ttlement subsisting at the beginning of the Act (there being 


o trust for sale) and so in the normal case there would be a 


ttlement within t S.L.A., 1925, and its provisions would 
apply But the vervd finite provisions of thy L.P.A., Sched. 1, 
Pt. LV, para. 1 (3 ipra, no doubt prevail. Land held in 
trust for sale is not within the definition of s. 1 of the S.L.A., 
and therefore the trust for sale imposed by the L.P.A. 
negatives the application of the S.L.A., 1925, which does 


1ot re-enact 63 of the S.L.A., 1882. But the position 
would have been clearer if the first two lines of the L.P.A., 
1922. Sched. 5, para. 8 (3), had been Te-enac ted in the S.L.A > 


| 
2nd ™ ied . para | 

(b) It is assumed that the five persons me ntioned are joint 
tenants in fee simple If the land is vested in trustees for 


them the L.P.A., 1925, Sched. 1, Pt. LV, 1 (1) (6), applies, and 
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"ES hold in trust for sale. If the five persons have the 
sub-s. (4) applic By para. (iti) eid. 
to three of them to appoint new trustees to hold the land on 
the statutory trust for sale in the place of the Public Truste« 
if they exercise ye power, they 
under of the Trustee Act, 1925, 
lifference in which from the corresponding section of the Act 


the truste 
le gal estate 


It is open 


and, 


s. 56 the 


themselves 


of 1893 abolishes the rule laid down in Re Skeats, 1889, 42 C.D 
522, and other similar cases 
PRE-1926 TENANCY BY THE CURTESY 

21. Y. A died intestate eight years ago leaving her 
usband and one child. She was seised of freehold 
simple. The husband is the administrator. Could he now 
ell as suc h, and would s. 56 of the Administration ol 
Estates Act, 1925, help? If not, is there anything in the new 


Acts which would ay 


old the need for an application to the 


| 


| 


can validly appoint | 


ourt to appoint S.L trustees ? 
As to a sak by a pre 1925 administrator, i 
nswer to first question, Tr column, |). 10 supra. S. 56 (8) 
of the A.E.A., 1925 could apply, see sub-s. (12) 
The husband, being tenant by the curtesy, has also the power 
of a tenant for life under s. 19 (1) (vii) of the S.L.A., 1925 


See also s. 20 (3) of the Act. od s. 50 (3) the husband is the 


trustee of the setth ment, and is obliged to appoint a new 
trustee to act with him if he sells as tenant for life. Suel 
ippointment would. of course, obviate the need ‘ 


ipplication to the court. 





Landlord and Tenant Notebook. 


of the this bran h 
of the law, ub-letting, 


One most Important changes effected in 


is that covenants against assigning, 


or parting with the possession of the 
The Law of demised premises, are brought into line 
Property Act with other general covenants in r spect ol 
1925 (continued) which relief against forfeiture might be 


granted. Section 14 of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, did not apply to breac hes of the 
above-mentioned covenants or conditions : 
but s. 146 of the Law of Property Act, 1925 (which reproduces 
14 of the Act, 1881) wr a to 


such covenants, except in cases where the br | 


Forfeiture and 
Relief. 


inter alia Conveyancing 


vreat hes of each 
occurred prior to the date of the commencement of the Law ol 
Act, 1925 (Ist 1926). A notice therefor 


Property January, 


will have to be served in the case of breaches of covenant 
against assigning, etc., and the courts will have the power of 
granting relief. It appears that the law is not otherwis« 


146 of the Act, 


Conveyancing 


and that that section eye : 
Act, as altered | ms z 
Act, although a lar guage 
This is especially ndiitenbh 
when one contrasts 2 of of the g Act, 
1881, with s. 146 (10) of the Law of Property Act, 1925. It 
is submitted that no change is effected in the law by the latter 
provisions and that the law remains as it was, viz. , the it, except 
in the cases mentioned in s. 146 (9) of the Law of Property 
Act, 1925, where there is a condition of ode the 
bankruptcy of the lessee, or on the taking in execution of the 
interest: (A) the tenant can have right to relief 
at all after the expiry of one vear from the date of the bank- 
ruptey or taking in execution; but (B) during that period a 
breach of such a condition is to be treated in exactly the sam 


altered by s. 
14 of the 
and 5 of the Conveyancing 
used not quite identical. 


s IRS]. S 
1892, 
is 
S Conveyancing 


on 


} ’ 
iessee ss no 


Way as a breach of any other condition, in respect of which 


notice must be given and in re spect 0 f which the courts may 
grant relief; and (Cc) protection is given only to a sale 
which is effected during the same period, viz., one year from 
the bankruptey or taking in execution. Under this heading, 
too, It seems necessary to deal with the novel provisions 
contained s. 147 of the Law of Property Act, 1925, 
which are aimed at giving a tenant relief against a notice 


served on him the landlord to effect internal decorative 


by 


| 
| 
| 


| 








repairs. Sec tion 147 may | \ l tarized as follows - 
A discretionary power is given to the courts to relieve 
| the tenant from his lability for cnr l di ative Tepairs, 
in cases where the court is satisfied, having regard to all the 
circumstances of the cass nd In part ilar to the length of 
the lessee’s term or interest re ! red, that it 
would be unreasonable to enforces tl i al | the court 
may relieve the tenant w y or partially fr ch liability. 
This section, it appears, is intended to me uch cases where a 
tenant who is under a liability to effect internal decorative 
repairs in, say, every fifth year of his tenancy, has already 
effected such repairs in, s the fourt!] ir of the tenancy, 
and is called upon by an unre nable landlord to effect any 
necessary repairs in the fifth year of the tenancy again; or 
again it might apply to ca vhere norant tenant has 
executed a lease under which he is liable to effect h ernal 
decorative repair l every th iT d also in the 
last vear of the tena 1 the last al the tenaney 
hap pens to follow immediately after « of h periods of 
even years. Although no contracting « of this section 1s 
allowed (see s-s. 4), it would appear that this section 1 prived 
of much of its effect by reason of its exclusion ertain cases 
(s-s. 2). With regard to these exceptions, it should be particu- 
larly noted that the section is not to apply to a covenant or 
agreement to put the property into a ite of decorat repalr 
where this covenant has never been performed 147 (2) (1), 0 

although the tenant may not take advantage of t] ection 
until he has performed his covenant to put the property 


once he 


into the Spec ified state ot inter il decorative repair 


has put the property in such state he may subsequently come 
| to the court and ask to be relieved of ibilit to keep the 
property in the same state. Further hould | ted that 
the section will not apply to any covenant or stipu ition to 
yield up the property in @ specified state of repair, at the end 
of the term: § (2) (iv) Finally, it should be noted that 
the provision of s. 147 wil apply equall whether the 
notice has been served by the ndlord before or after the 


commencement of the Act: s-s. (4). S. 





A Conveyancer’s Diary. 





So far we have dealt with titles before 1926 and described how 
th y \“\ he clone 1] 
Investigation of | Lafter 1925. Now we proceed to 
Equitable Title a: ler n of ti er L026 ania 
on Purchase here again our best plan will be te ids 
oi Land abstracts of title and tl] ! rul for 
(continued) lraw hem uy 
Title after The material section u I connection 
1926. agall 10 (1) of the L. P. A. 1925 
whicl i we ha pre ( that 
abstracts of title should not 1 nly or propel include 
instruments relating only to 1 rests which w he ove! 
reached by the conveyance of the estate to whic! the titl 
shown. 
It may here be po nted out, | ! way, tl 
equitable interests only which can b rea | hin thi 
section. A legal mortyvags for i ! ells can 
get in and defeat a gal est | rigagor 
L.P.A., 1925, 88, 8) L 104 \ nt for life 
may overreach a legal t rs creat for far pur 
poses before the date of t t §.L.A., 1925 
1 (1), (Vv) 2. it | .% erests that 
are mainly affected by the overt hing pl 
It follows that whenever the preparatior of an abstrae 
of title is undertaken, if bsolute ntial that the over 
reaching provisions of the 1 itut hould be borne in 
mind. These are set out genera in the L.P.A., 1925, s 2 ; 
but acquaintance with that section alone 1s not sulher nt for 
the purpose in hand. Thus, in s-s. (1) (1) hid., it is in effect 
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declared that a conve 


powers conferred I the S.L.A. w yperate to overreach 
equitable interest i} the capital mone paid to a trust 
corporation, or to at least two trustes or into court But 
to obtain full detail reference must also be made to the SLA 
Pa2h 72 (2) when it will b om that certain estat and 
interest ire expr pr t it iro Dew overreached b 

rtain transactiot umerated i (1) of that section 
It would bppeatr that all q it itl t ttled land ind not 
withir para. (111) ol 4 hid ire overreached when these 
transaction ire clu con ted \gau the L.P.A ba2h 

P (1), ( enacts that a « an made by trust lor 
ale mavoverreach equitable terests or powers if the statutor 
requiren nt is to pa nt ipital money are baer ! 
but if t be over vkkecdl that tr ‘ for sale ar ! 
th ill powell l hud powel to ¢ rrea hy 1 ter nt 
for life thid 2 | tl ! t pla i rigages i aD 
exer ‘ al pars init pow ‘ ite t co ith 
0” rreach r certal t cletanl i to whi h mav. be 
found in the L.PLA., 1925 SO 99 LOL (6) and LO (1) 
Ih provisions as to overreaching in conveyances by persot | 
representatiy iv be found by refers tothe Administration 
of Estate Act, 1925 and 39: and to the S.L.A., 1925 

110 (3) as welltothe L.PLA.. 1025 > / (it) And. finally 
to discover the overreachi lect of a convevance under an 
order of th vurt. it ma ) irv to consider not only the 
L.P.A., 1925 D | but also “) and 195, or O, of 
Yl, as wella Mt. shid 

In addition to the abo a ’ | >and If 
of the Land ¢ haryg \ MP5 and then operation mist not 
be lorgotter 

If an equitable interest created after 1925 1s no wh that 
it can be overreached under tl numerou provisiol of 
which those enumerated abo \ the principal, then tt will 
not be safe to leave it out of the abstract 

\ ryhieitor,. how el who «le eT i! ab tract “ title 
framed in accordar th Part Lof the L.PLA 1o25. will not 


ission to include therein 


incur any liability on account of an o1 

an instrument deemed under 10 (1), hid... not necessary o1 
proper nor will any iabili be i pl ad by reason of the 
inclusion of any ich instrument It may be suggested that 
if a solicitor has ar loubt as to whether a particular instru 
ment should be abstracted, his best plan will be to include it in 
the abstract : and perhaps to draw his client’s attention to it. 





Correspondence. 
Law Society Centenary. 
remedy, so far as 1s 


kindly allow 


Nel Will vou me to 
now practicable, an omission—which I much regret—of a 
paragraph in the report of my Presidential Address, delivered 
in The Law Society’s Hall, and published in your Centenary 
number. The paragraph, which | venture to sub-join, was in 


my but unfortunately an error on 


Addr 


ing the draft {or printing cau ed the omi 


the draft of 
part when pa 

* My first duty and ple asure | 
of the 
a period of eighty-nine out of our one hundred years there 
were only three: Mr. Robert Maugham, from 1825 to 1862 : 
Mr. KE. W. Williamson, from 1862 to 1909 (he died in 1923, 
and Mr. 8. P. B. 


my 
S1oOn , 
to record with gratitude 
of the Society During 


the services pra t Secretarie 


at the advanced age of ninety-two years 

Bucknill (the present Mayor of Westminster), from 1909 
to 1914. EKach in his turn rendered good and faithful 
ervice to our Society, and we recall to-day their work for 


us and record our high appreciation of it 

Herepert Gipson, President 
Hall, 
Lane 


Law Sor ety 


Chancery London, W.C.2 


19th October 


jUwing to pre ure nour pa ‘ ven 
unay ridably held over Ep 


correspondence i 


Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ 
Association. 
LAW OF PROPERTY ACTS LECTURE 
(Third of the Series), 
Mr. A. F. TOPHAM, K.C., 
On WEDNESDAY, 281ru 1925. 
[ Verbatim Re port ] 
(Copyright by the Proprietors and Publishers of this Journal.) 


the 


By 
OCTOBER, 


Mr arranging these Lectures Council 


(FILLHAM 


chose this Hall as being conveniently situated and fixed a 
time which they considered would be suitable to all. They 
were howevel quite unaware that they had selected the 
one hour in the week which was fixed by the bell-ringers of 


hurch for their practice. The ringing 

been very disturbing to all present, 
the back of Hall, and | therefore 
Rector. Mr. Pennington Bickford, and after 
some discussion, and at considerable inconvenience to himself 
and the bell-ringers, he has kindly agreed that the bells shall 
not be rung again during the Lectures (Applause). I think 
you will agree that the Rector has met us very handsomely, 
and | propose to inform him that this meeting is grateful to 
him for his (Applause). On behalf of the 
(Association, T propose to send the Rector a donation towards 
the expenses of the very good work he is carrying on in his 
Parish, and | no «doubt there are some present who 
would also like kindness in a similar 


St. Clement Dan ( 
of the bells must have 
. pecially to those at the 


approache cL the 


consideration 


have 
to recognize the Reetor’ 
manner. 

Mr. Toruam: Mr. President and gentlemen, I would like to 
refer to one thing first of allthat I sald in the lecture last week. 
It has been pointed out to me that it Is not quite clear. It 
reads as if L had said that 
What 


tte succession, and my remarks 


ome p opl have so read it 


] 
executors in all cass 
| was dealing 

last week on t 


and 
hold property on trust for sale. 
with was tntest 
hat subject were exe lusively confined to intestate 
When we come to the position of executors taking 
will it is rather different. They hold 
1 certain powers of trustees for sale. 

What I want to make quite clear 
‘rsonal representatives 
executors, and it would have 


Personal re presentative 5s” through- 


succession 
property disposed of by 
as they did before, but wit 
nto that 
k iad ling 
| did mre tiniv ; 
f I had s id 


| will not co now 


is this: that last w with p 


L see 


been hy tter 


Say 


out | was cd aling \ th a ise Where they had property as to 
which the deceased died intestat Will you please note that 
it Is confined to that That would, of course, cover an 


to which the dk ceased 
of an 


sted in him as 


clot $ 


executor who gets land ve 
has died but it 
executor 

Now, ino mv last lecture 
question of tenancy in 
hefore 


word or two 


intestate. not cover every case 
| hed to cut it rather short on the 
on: but I think I shall have time 
ubject of this lecture. just to sav au 


comun 
coming to the re il 
in common, beeause it leads up 
ysay aft it. Putting it generally, 
ifter the Ist January next it will be 
legal estates by way of tenancies in 
land is conveyed in that way after 


about rare 
rt} 


logically to what | have t 
the 


impossi bl to create 


position Is this. that 


common, and that where 
Lin consequences will follow which I mentioned. 

I did not deal this what is to happe n 
n common existing when the Act 


the ct cert 
With Is 


+ ¢ 


where you get tenancies 

comes tinto force ? Thatisa subjec tof « msiderable importance 
because It 1s a thing which one does come across In practice. 
First of all where the legal estate is already vested in trustees 


where land has been devised, we will say, to 


for 
executors 


instance, 
trust for certain persons as tenants 


there may be no trust for sale and 


and trustees In 
Ih COMMLON In ¢ qu il share Ss 


no power of sale at the present dav: but in that case, on the 





ist January next, the trustees will hold that land subject to a 
! trust for sale. So we get over any difficulty of having to go to 
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ourt and get an order for sale in a partition acti 
that kind 
f legal 
ncumbered their undivided shares, then t] 


those 


Secondly. where not more than four pers 


estate as tenants In com! 


vest in persons not more than four, remember—an 
hey will hold the 
will hye 


sale 
Thirdly, if 


land on trust for sale, and 


beneficially interested themselves in tl 
That gives the beneficiaries themselves the tru 
the land i settled land 
that there been a life estate wit 
and t 
kind Che tenant 


sted in. say, three or 


for instance, this n 


have happened, his 
remainder to several persons as tenants in common, 

ave been some charges , 
for life is dead and th 


f 


tour tenantsincommor 


or something of that 
lar d has hy come vy 


ubject to some outstanding portions or 


omething of that kind. There the legal estate will vest in t 
trustees of thr settlement. and they will hold the land m tru 
for sale. If there are no trustees of th ttlement, the 
unless some are appointed, it will vest in the Public Trus 
n the same way as 1 mentioned in re spect of the infant ! 


does not act until called upon to do so The f 


all other cases, that is to say, where you get more than fou 
heme ficiaries who have the legal estate vested in them 
tenants In common when the Act takes effect. or where t 
bh nefie larles have encumbered their shares: in that « 1 
legal estate in the whole will vest in the Publie Truste« ly 


cases where the Public Trustee becomes the trustee as regard 


tenants in common he will not act until re que sted to do so 


the persons entitled to the Mm jority of the beneficial inter I 
entitled to half or more can request him to act or Gan appol 
new trustees in his place 


Now, the position of encumbrancers is verv important 


Perhaps I did not mention that in the first case where the 


then the legal estate 
will vest in them on trust for sale free from any equitabl. 


rf gal estate Is already held by trustees, 


encumbrances on the entirety and free from any encumbrance 
And when they sell, the purchaser 
will not be concerned with those equitable encumbrances and 
The duty will devolve on th 
trustees of looking after their interests and seeing that they 
get properly dealt with. 
the rights of these encumbrancers. 


on the equitable shares. 
encumbrances on the shares. 


That does not entire ly do away wit! 
In particular, wherever 
being 


an encumbrancer could have insisted on his consent 
obtained before the Act, the consent of such encumbrancer 
should be obtained. It ought to be obtained, but at the 
same time a purchaser is not bound to see whether it ha 
been obtained or not. That is to say, the trustees, or whoever 
is selling, is told by the Act: ‘‘ You must get everybody to 
consent who has encumbrances on the property,” and you 
should look into that and see that that is done. But a 
purchaser need not trouble about that He that 
land is vested in trustees for sale and he can take his titl 
The Acts say that a purchaser shall 
not be concerned to see or inquire whether those encumbrancers 
Now, that will no doubt effect a very 
of course, they are not 
vested in several 


} 
the 


sees 
from those trustees. 


have consented or not. 
great simplification in those cases 
very land had 

persons by way of tenancy in common, when, as you know, 
you sometimes get most complicated and difficult titles. The 
result is that there will be no necessity in future to apply to 
the court for an order for sale in a partition action. The 
Partition Acts of L868 and 1876 have been repealed, sO that 
we shall not in the Chancery Division have many more partition 


common—where become 


actions, because nearly every partition action, or, I think, 
very nearly every one I have seen, is where the parties are 
asking for a sale by the court and not for a partition. I do 
not think that the power of the court to partition is entirely 
taken away. Although the Partition Acts are repealed, those 


are Acts which allowed the court in a partition action to ordet 
I think you will find it said in some places that the 
partition by the court will now disappear. 
for all practical purposes, but it has occurred to me that it 


a sale. 
[ suppose it will 


ind thev have not 


may be possible fora partit nact m ¢ } hr ht 





ty Supposu 
ou have got, W Ww i\ ther | " who are entitled “as 

} tenants 1 co ) erests, they 
becom truss et ind have tf val estat vested in them 

Supposing two out of the three want the property | irtitioned 
|} among them I think it juite possible I do not sav it at 

ill definitely —that a partition action w | still lie under the 
| old Chancery jurisd ! But il t to that, partitior 
; = J i . 

, ms will ceas her t ha future 
where you Wo 1 ! I i i m you 
| will find certain | t lor they cal 
| ike a tit it resp bole I c nds to 
> right peo} 
| Now, to follow m isual practice let us consider what 
must be done wh ithna i it cow tl rope rty 
where there 1s a i ing when tl (ct 
| comes into force | t i st ca the answe! 
that there will be nothing to do because the Act operate 
| Lutomatically and ts the legal estate in the mght peopl 
| But there are two where it would be advisable to do 
omething Conve where the na ettied land ind there 
ire no trustee hel De JUSt a wi to appoint 
lt ustee®s as soon a | ! I} \“ proba have to 
| be appointed some da And, ag case four—that 1 

to say, where there ar t] rh f ries or where 
they have encumbered their shar » that t legal estate 
| has got vested 4 rust . be as well for 
| the persons interested in a molet f they are sua juris and 
| able to act, to appoint new trustee i oon a po ible hecaus 

t will have to be done some day, and if it possible to do 

t now it will be just as well to get that do 

A question that |] been raised i what happens with 
regard to the power to lease land which is held by tenants 
in common at the pre t tume ¢ I think tl answer to that 

| is very simple, because in all those ca the land will in future 
| be held bv trustees on trust for sale. and by the new Law of 
| Prop rty Act, Section 28, trustees for sale are given all the 
powers of a tenant for life under the Settled Land Act. So 


that they can lease and manage an 
for life can do under the Settled Land Act 
will be a simplificati 

Now 
of to-day’s Lecture, the protection of a 
) . leal with a case where 


. . 1 } 
[I come to the hiect advertised it Svilabus 


purchaser for value 
from equitabl literest 


there is no trust for ile there is no settlement; there 18 
no implied trust for sale or trust for sale created under the 
powers of the (ct . ho nfant no te i tJ! common, and 
‘0 on simply 1 case of a tenant in tee mple or a tenant 
for a term of vear elling |} id or leasehold in the 
ordinary way. As regards tha tle will be investigated 
in the same way as befor ul © certain modifications, 





and the Act does not affect very largely that position except 
and equitable interests 


as regards the equitable encumbrances 
of which a person may 
You know 
title than the full 40 years is 
estate is d in the 

quite safe if you go hs 


time get constructive 
mu h shorter 
and so far as the legal 
of « 


ZU year 


notice. now very frequently a 
accep 

vast 1! are 
k say for some 
a legal mortgage or a conveyance of sale. very many cases 
of course that sort of title is acce pted But the risk which a 
pure haser run it is very often ignored or thought not worth 
bothering about, but there i a risk—is that he may be 
getting constructive notice of something which he would 

had investigated the title right back to 
the full period of 40 years. I r ber in the 
books where a man acce pte da title beginning 58 years back 
and if he had gone back one deed further he would have got 
notice of some restrictive covenants and it was held he would 


concerne “uses 


you 


or so and get 


! , 
aiway 


have discovered vi he 


men one case 





be bound by them That is the sort of case where in 
course of time by the Act a change will take place. 
If vou trv to think in vour own expertence of all the sort 
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that thre bankrupts 





I d t become discharged they will be 
d and du drop out. If there are any 
! ! ad creating a ¢ irge on the land, the \ 
p d und that, but will come in under the 
nad l bout pres itly. So that 
+} ¢ 1 ter f nuit 54 xcept that 
OU i \ yu ote about that, wit 
I | to to ight d t Supposing there is ar 
ty « fter the Act ffect and charged on tl 
land l ld but gister it i gener 
Wu ) ( Dou 1a minut 
| t | re d orders. Just 
bef d d ord reg red und 
t old A t searce! ‘I 
only bie d ) find Long tihose W 
dord ng | par pte So that the petition 
n bankrupt ri) a pending action, and the receiving 
order as a nd « ry d unless one or other ts there the 
pure r ¢ ( Iree fro anv risk of a bankrupte) 
u ipervened rovided that is that he has not gut 
| f ible act of bankruptes 


Register No. 4 is deeds of arrangement. Those, of course, 


WW reg ered in the wav before [ think the only new 
point ther ; " t} must bp I ré ristered every five 
vears in ¢ y other entries on the register 
lhe result ( for t Lin future will be limited 
to fi 1 if i hap » be acting for a person who 
! f deed o ! t which has been going 
on fora « derab ( | better see whether or not 
ty quire re-t t . 
Then we come to No. 5 which is an important new register 
a register of land charge f am wrong, perhaps, in saying 
that it is a new register, because, as you know, there are 
land charges registered at the present time—charges registered 
under the | tatute ich as the Land Charges Act of 188s, 
and charges registered under certain Act f Parliament for 
improvement ind so on Strictly p aking, one ought 
always to search for those o1 mmipleting a pure hase There, 
there is very little change. Those will still be included among 
the searches for land charge 


Into classes. The old 


The ( land cha ( are divided 
B is a land charge of 


fashioned land charge is Class A. Class 


a similar nature with a very small difference which I do not 
think I need troub uu about. created otherwise than in 
pursuan of the pplication of ome person—a_ very 
small point Then we come to Class C, land charges which 
ire verv important and are all new IL he e consist of various 
charges on land They are only to be registered if the charge 
is created after tl Act comes into force or—and this 1s 
important nd it appli to Class ( only if the charg l 
conveved. that is to sav assigr d or transferred or dealt with 
ifter the Aet comy into tores The harges that have to be 
registered under this Cla ( are first of all what is called a 
puisne mortgag that is a legal mortgage not protected 
by the deposit of the title deed [hat is rather a startling 


Innovation. but it was nece sitated by the change whi h had 


ning all mortgages into mortgages by terms of 
hav to deal with that more fully later on, 
in the Act is this, that instead of a mortgagor 
conveying away the legal estate in fee simple to the mortgagee 

ty of redemption, he will keep the 


hee n rac ot tur 
vears. I shall 


but what is don 


and retaining only an equi 


legal estate in fee ple and the mortgagee will have a term 


of years; the second mortgagee will have a term of years one 
or two days longer, and the third mortgagee, if there is one, 
will have a term a day or two longer than that. As a conse 
all mortgagee econd, third, fourth and fifth, and 
If you consider it for a 


I 


Oo on, Wi la I } ive legal estates 

moment vou will see the difficulty o1 is creating by doing 
that. At the present day a purchaser buys a legal estate. 
somebody, he 


If he fit d the title deeds in the posse ion ot 
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makes inquiries as to whether there is or not an equita bl: Supposing, however, t] harge this 1 
iarge, or there may be, of course, a legal mortgag the sort of thing o1 larly 
to the person who ha t the title deeds. But if | charge existing wl \ Supposing 

estigats the tith ind yet thie tit] d cd ! ind Vets if is an equitabli ty to es 
convevance, perl legal me va y t I invthing You need 1 t dleedis to see 
Ly be any nu hy ot equit bye ortgaye He know whether they have « t} d register 
thing about ! d p e land fr It them. But whene g ‘ 1 view 
rges; but if vou a golny to turn second rd, fourt to dealing with an ¢ hare ! here going to 
d fift! mortgages into leg estate vou are in this dif bea transfer or a ¢ ( rit withi 
t the legal tat ( pu ther he year otherwise a pur ‘ e fr I On th 
tice or not d ther ve NO PoOsslDdl t ascert © | other hand, if a client | ft rtgage not p! ted by th 
t second « d ot ray Db mad leposit of title dees | t very rare at tl 
ou have got d present time bu haca 
t info | f t we dl t ire entitled to reg de before tl 
rotect a purchaser ag ( dl i l I \ct You can get t] egist \ sort 
ges which gol iD 1 int I f case which L kne Where title deed 
thought that The Sint 1 todo tl it W ruld a) riou \¢ hee! depos A ‘ el irve ana 
atters are being turned into land I to b ered then a legal mortg person who 
for all legal mortgages not protected by the possession of t idvances money harg That would 
tle deeds to be registered. In other words, that t be a legal mortgag “ t t the title deed 
not otherwise affect purchaser who would I f It is possible that { es he might get 
from them so that the ti t | nd of ad irve under ¢ iss { lisplaced, though | l it \ He 1 
a legal mortgage, which generally means a second mortgag nerally fairly saf | t is well if you 
because the first mor ( t decd me acro uch a tera? of that kind 
ser madly under Cl (’ there s it ‘ da cd | But, as | have I rtoet \ erv Tew 
owner's charg 1 { rs ¢ int for | Now we come to ( 1) Phe ditferencs 
fe has got a charge under 1 Finance Act of IS04 by | | betweer Class C and ¢ ) 1 it amount 
off death du nd ilar « ! n favou fa | to tl Class C' 1 } ‘ f the 
wher g en by I hye ould bet | harge is conve | t \ t ented 
[hird! nd t , rir le ¢ f In Cl 1) he rl 
! I] ‘ t ral ‘ le al fter th Let \ { er 
(dy brine ple | nd hea t ! \ Those are fu ‘ (1 I 
t that the prot to tal ith «luties in f 
deeds a ; o be infr , In t harge, otherw | will 
committees w evid bout d « ive all tho ! nd gett 
thing, evervbedy u lu G nape of being | certificate ind so ¢ | the ordinary 
by] to o- to iT ly kK ( mebod\ t t nd produ earches Second ‘ hat t+ new 
vour title decds and ¢ of mon s it were. over tl ind very big matt I to red. So that 
counter in such a that t bank or lendet uld as far | Where you have a d: ! enant 
as is possible i case of t kind have ample protection the person in whose { t ria if the 
So vou find the 1 gehts of a person Who lend mev ont } covenants are enter! I let t ry 
deposit of title deeds are preserved, and fact verv col great care to registe! ! Vhirdly 
siderably strengthened, b ise the people who have not g quitable easement It pst roublesomy 
the deposit of these title deeds have to go and reg rt r | to have to think t t OF registra 
charges. So that d that cl COVE! kinds « tion. But it is) t ild think at 
equitable charges, and there may be Od Mal t | first sight, becau | ppose, 4 
which will have te ly regi tered u der t | Very common thi () ’ ! eu ent 
Then the fourth kind « cl « ed under ¢ ( vhat | by preseription and b ! ‘ easel ! rise 
s called an estate contract. That is defined as bei contract | under agreements to g1 t t! of that kine 
to create or conve | ‘ Thi [ take it, primaril indi generally ari vritten do ‘ lL do not 
means a ¢ : { | | estate i ippose much diffi ‘ iving that 
c mple, ha greed te ' land. and { a * » | where those are er Ler | be registered 
f vou want to protect the cor u can re rit and It is important the th regard to 
uld become binding on a pu , becau e would | |} restrictive covet \et nto Tor 
onstructive notice b hails the [take it that | they should be registered vit ird to 
t would also apply to an agreement to grant a | | equitable easement With yard. t he official 
I am not sure whether that was reallv intended. but will look after that so we d not trou ibout death dutie 
that an agreement to grant a | vould be a contract t There is an important o: ould nots 
leases appear to « e under t t large | ding If , registered t should f i dl be under 
feels that perhaps it be desivable at a later efor some | 8. 93 of the Compat Net t | of reg 
sort of limiteatix t } ' { | tration as a land cl So that wher 
Coming to the practical point of view with regard to ou are buying fror ke the usual 
land charges w ler Class C, when you are searcl ing what it earches in the register und l ld not have 
means is that vour searches will have to be wider than they | to search also for t L ¢ nd regists 
were before: or if you get official search you will have to | 50 much for Class C and | D 
ask them to search for all those thi y i well It may Class E is at ad not t it) about very much 
therefore, take longer, and it becomes, of course, much mor | I just mention it to When you get an 
important. Again, if you have a client who owns a charge of | annuity of the old | chat present should be 
any of these kinds that I have mentioned, if the charge 1 | entered on the regist f nd t not been 
created after the Act—it should be registered, no doubt. | registered by the time t Act tal fect d you still want 
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to register it you can register under Class E That ts all 
that Class E will be. 

With re gard to all that, we want to concentrate 
I think, on Classes C and D. which are important, ind new. and 
particularly to notice the distinction I 
lam Sf 
on the new Acts on real property 
stated, so do not be misled by it 
between Class C and Class D 

In addition to those 


W hich does not come 


our attention 


have ment oned 


between the two classes ry to say in a certain book 
that is not quite’ accurately 
That ts the great distinction 
class 


intre duecd another 


but is 


there is 
under thos a separate cla by 
ion is made for regis- 


t under 


itself, namely , local land charges Provi 
tration by local authorities of ¢ harges which they uy 
the Public Health Acts, and things of that kind I 
that will take the place of what I think i 
requisifion, to see 


suppose 
a common form 
and sO On, 


whether there are any charges, 


under the Public Health Acts, by local authorities or any 
notice given, and so on. There will be local registers kept 
by these local authorities How that is to be done will be 
determined by rules which I do not think have vet been 
published at any rate, [ have not seen them That is 


another thing one will have to consider in advising on tith 
| suppose more party ularly in urban places whether vou 
should not have another search in this local lard charge 


register kept by the local authority 

should by 

Land 

The charge should be 
This will make it 

perhaps, rather more simple to find out in whose name you 


Now, with re gard to the qu ition how these things 
registered, you will fu d partie ulars set out ins. 2 of the 
Charges Act a 


entered in the name of the 


to by done 


estat 


to how it) 
owner 
should search than before because there will only be charges 
which affect or may affect tate. Therefore, 
know under the new system of conveyan ing pretty clearly 


a le gal « you will 
who was the estate owner at a particular time, and you will 
There again, 
to be made 

] do not 


have to search in the name of the estate owner. 
there will be rules saying how the application 
which we shall have to study when they come out 
think they are published yet 

Now, vou see as a result of that th 


earches — as they are 


sometimes called ‘‘ the usual searches on completion of a 
purchase’ will be very much more important than they 
have been before * and it will be quite necessary to make these 


an actual search or by 


searches either by getting an official 
search made. 

The point has been put to me How 
if you get an official search made to-day and complete to 
morrow and you find afterwards that other things have been 
entered the after made ? 


I suppose that is a risk you cannot help running to a certain 


will it protect you 


very day you have your search 
extent in all those cases ; but one knows that in conveyancing 
you are all the time taking a certain number of risks. You 
are always running the risk that somebody may have forged 
the whole lot of the deeds and things of that kind, but that 
is a sort of risk which I think as a rule is more or less negligible, 
because fraud is so very rare. You are really only investigating 
to make sure that there has not been some slip or error which 
has than with the idea of detecting 
fraud, and I doubt whether it is likely to happen that a last 
moment registration will take place. It 


possible solution if you have a case that you are fe ling anxious 


been overlooked more 


occurs to me as a 


about—it may be a big purchase perhaps, and you are rather 
doubtful whether the vendor is not up to some tricks of 
that kind—that you might protect yourself by registering 
your contract for sale as an estate contract, because that 


is a contract to convey a legal estate. That is only an idea 
which has occurred to me. People may tell me it is quite 
wrong, and will not work, but that occurs to me as the only 
possible way of protecting yourself against these last-moment 
registrations if you are anxious to do so. 

Another most important thing to bear in mind is from 
If you are acting for persons who 


the other point of view. 





are interested in any of these things which can be registered 
as land charges not only to see that they are registered, but 
that they are registered correctly 
know, under the old law, and it will be so in future, where 
a purchaser gets an official search made, then he is protected 
by the result of that entitled to go on and 
assume it is correct, and act accordingly. I think that must 
mea the protected where, we will 
say, some charge has been registered, and the official searcher 
Then the purchaser will 


because, as you 


to ee 


search, and he 1s 


1 that purchaser will be 


for some reason cloe not spot it. 


I think, take free from it. I think that is cl arly the intention 
of the Act, but the man who has got the « harge is left with 
a claim against somebody, and it is difficult to see what 


remedy he is going to have. 


There is no provision in this 


case for state insurance as there is under the Land Transfer 
Acts; so it may be that a mistake made by the official 
searcher might lose a person his charge. | do not suggest 


that these mistakes are at all likely to happen if the details 
are properly registered, but where persons have names that 
are very common all over the place, unless you get the entry 
very correct, it is possible that the officials might make a 
lip, it really not being their fault at all. It has also been 
suggested to me that it might be made a rule that on the 
occasion of every purchase, because these searches are becom- 
ing so important, an official search made and a 
certificate obtained and handed over as part of the abstract. 
It seems to me there is a good deal in that suggestion, if you 
make an official search that it might very well 
practice where an official search is made for a certificate of 
the search to be inserted and become part of the abstract. 
Sut | understand that an official search is by no means always 
made. prefer to make their 
and no doubt they should be left at liberty to do so. 


must be 


become a 


Some people own searches, 
Of course one does not know how far this registration 
It may be there will be such a lot of things 
to register that it will be difficult to make the searches, but 
| hope it not be as bad as some people seem to think. 
One great thing about it is this: It is the sort of thing we have 
these kind of searches have 


Is olny” to work 
will 


been doing before : Same 


just 
been made, and although p ople hold out what risks you are 
running by accepting official searches, and so on, we have 


been doing it for a great many years, and I do not think there 


So let 
thing will obtain in the future. 


uv With 


regard to the benefit that will be derived by the new system of 


are many cases where catastrophes have happened 


us hope that the san 


having all these equities registered, during the first ten or 
fifteen or twenty years, ér even more, I suppose it will not 
really make very much difference because with regard to any 
equities create d before the Act the old doctrine of constructive 
notice will still prevail, and you will have to go through the 
title im the with the fear of constructive notice 
if you do not do everything you are entitled to do. After 
or it may be as many as thirty the risk 
very, very much diminished ’ 
in fact, I should think, that in many cases, if not all it would 
be pre tty safe to aece pt a title going bac k quite a few years 
clear title with regard to the legal estate, and 


ordinary way 
twenty vears or s¢ 


of constructive notice will be 


so long asitisa 
if you make your searches you will run very little risk of 
getting constructive notice of some equitable encumbrance. 

It has been suggested that the purchaser is running a new 
risk under the new practice. This is a matter that one will 
have to consider rather carefully. It this way. 
With a view to getting the legal estate in the right persons to 
deal with it, the Act provides that on the Ist January next, 
the legal estate shall automatically vest in the person who has 
a right to call for it. Supposing, for instance, that I have 
purchased a piece of land and paid for it, but I have had it 
conveyed Into the name of my wife— such a thing is sometimes 
done—and supposing that my wife is holding the title deeds 
and I have gone abroad or something, the result is that on 


arises In 


the Ist January next, although the legal estate on the 
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31st December is vested in my wife because it has been con- 
veyed to her, on the very first moment of the Ist January as 
the new year comes in the legal estate will shift to me, and tf 

taking advantage of my absence, my wife was to convey that 
land to you, you would investigate the title and find the legal 
estate in her. She has got the title decds and there is nothing 
to show you that anv interest has passed to me What is 
going to be the result of that ? Conveyancers in Lincoln’s Inn 
are a bit puzzled about it. Of course, the answer in equity 
probably would be this: If [ subsequently set up a claim to 
that land against you ard say: ‘* The land has come to me 

vou have got nothing,” I should be estopp d by having left 
the title deeds in the hands of my W fe who had also got th 

legal estate and viven no notice to protect anvb dy, in all 
probability you would be confirmed in your estate. But at 
the same time it seems to me you would not get the legal 
estate, and you know how important that is. It has been 
suggested that the proper course will bein future; when buying 
from a person who appears to be tenant in fee simple absolutely 
entitled, to ask for a statutory declaration that that person 1s 
beneficially entitled and is not holding in trust forsomebody 


else. We shall no doubt get some guidance as to that shortly 
after the new year. 
With regard to constructive notice there is one matter in 


which the Act simplifies things very much. With regard to 
leaseholds, you know now that the Conveyancing Act and 
the Vendor and Purchaser Act together say that a purchaser 
of leaseholds is not entitled to call for the title to the freehold 
or the leasehold reversion, and so when vou are buying a 
leasehold, you, by the statute, if you are buying under an 
open contract your title commences with the lease under 
which your vendor holds and you have no opportunity of 
‘ nquiring into the title of the freeholder and know nothing «bout 
it but : under certain cases such as Patman and Harland (17 C1) 
1.353), a purchaser who is bound by statute to a cept that title 
and accepts it is affected with constructive notice of everything 
he would have discovered if he had made a Spec ial bargain 
that he was not going to be bound by the statute, but was 
going to investigate the freeholder’s title for forty years back 
Nobody ever does that, and it is very hard that a person 
should get constructive notice in those Ways ; but that is 
changed by the new Act. Where a person accepts the title 
which he is entitled to under an open contract by statute, 
he will not get constructive notice of anything which he would 
have discovered by going back behind that title. That will 
be a great help in the case of leaseholds. I think that decision 
was not troubled about very much in practice, because you 
cannot always go back to the freehold title, but there was just 
that risk always outstanding when you were purchasing 
leaseholds on anything like a short title. That, however, 
only applies to contracts made after 1925. The old rule 
applies up to then. I think I have covered the ground with 
regard to the position of a purchaser and how far he is pro 
tected from notice. I have not dealt at all with the special 
provisions under which a person is protected by the curtain, 
That I will deal with next time. 

There is one point, I am afraid, I could not get in last time 
and I do not think I shall be able to do much with it to-night 
It is the question of what is going to happen to copyholds. 
In case I do not have time to deal with it more fully, I may 
perhaps just say this. As you know, copyholds are all 
enfranchised and turned into freeholds. That was done by 
the 1922 Act and that part of the Act, as | mentioned, has 
not been repealed. So you will find that that part of the 
Act, together with the 12th Sched. of that Act, will tell you 
all about the enfranchisement of these copyholds. There is 
another thing which is rather a trap if vou are not looking 
out for it. As you know, there was an Act called the Law 
of Property Amendment Act, 1924. That was an Act with a 
great number of schedules, and one which it was almost 
impossible to understand, and I do not think that anybody 





except those who drew it up ever read it. It was an Act 
which was intended to make the necessary amendments before 
the new codifying Acts were passed, and having got those 
imendments passed in that Act, you could say to Parliament : 
* These are only codifving Acts and there are no new amend- 
ments in them.” So Parliament had to consider any amend- 
ments that were necessary for the purpose of codification by 
reading the Law of Property Amendment Act, 1924, and I do 
not think any of.them did read it, and I do not think that many 
of them would have understood it if they did. But what I am 
trying to warn you about is this: this 12th Sched. and the 
( opyhold part of the 1922 Act was amended by this Amendment 
Act of 1924. Therefore the 2nd Sched. of that Act which 
amends the copyhold part of the 1922 Act is important, 
and you will have to consider it when you come to deal 
with any question arising on the enfranchisement of « opy hold 
remembering that it is the 1922 Act, and the 12th Sched., 
s amended by the 1924 Act. What makes it still more 
difficult is that you will not find the 1924 Act in the 1924 
Statutes as printed in the Law Reports. It appears in the 
1925 Statutes. The result of this enfranchisement is that 
the land becomes freehold. It vests in certain ways which are 
nentioned in the Act, ar d which I will deal withif lL have time. 
| do not think there is very much difficulty about that: but I 
think there is one thing which is a little surprising if you are 
not looking for it Wh nm the copyholds are enfranchised 
the manorial incidents, that is the services, quit rents, 
fines, ard so on, are preserved temporarily A period is 
given during which they can be extinguished by agreement 
under compensation, and after a certain period if they are not 
extinguished by agreement, they will become extinguished ; 
but there is plenty of time there because the lord of the manor 
has fifteen years from the time the Act comes into force 
before he need insist on having his compensation. So that 
there Is plenty of time for that, but it has got to he looked 
Into at some time 

What | want to draw your attention to particularly is this : 
when you come to Pt. VI of the 1922 Act, which deals with the 
extinguishment of manorial incidents, it is not confined 
to coypholds. As I read the Act, all kinds of services, incidents 
if tenure, such as quit rents, heriots, reliefs, and so on, whether 
they are attached to copyhold land or whether they belong 
to a person owing a seigniory of freehold, will be extinguished 
by Pt. VI of the Act, subject to compensation; so that it 
is not only where you have clients who hold copyholds, lords 
of the manor, and people who have rights of that kind, that 
you have to see they get their ¢ omMpensation ; but bear in mind 
that will include cases where a person is the owner of a seigniory 
ind quit rents are pavable to him as necidents of tenure. Those 
will be extinguished subject to compensation, and in course of 
time it will be necessary to see that that compensation ts 
fixed. Of course, that is not nearly enough to cover this 
subject of copyhold, but in case I did not get time I wanted 
to warn you against those two matters If I do vet time l 
will say more about copy hold on another occasion 


Transcript of the Shorthand Notes of The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, Limited, 
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THE JUDICIAL COMMITTER OF THE PRIVY 
COUNCIL. 

The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council has resumed 
its sittings, when a list of twenty-seven appeals were proceeded 
with, which compares with a list of thirty-nine for the corre- 
sponding period of last year. To the present list India 
contributes sixteen appeals, Canada four, Australia three, and 
Ceylon, Hong-Kong, the Straits Settlements, and the Federated 
Malay States one each. One of the Australian appeals raises 
a question between the Commonwealth and the State of 
Victoria whether a State Motor Car Act is enforceable against 
servants of the Commonwealth, and incidentally the appeal 
also involves the wider question of the validity of the 
Commonwealth Judiciary Act) purporting to prevent the 
matter from being decided by the Supreme Court of the State. 
Eleven judgments await delivery. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


No. I 
In ve Swinburne ; Sutton Featherley. 


1 » Tel 
Girt—CHEQUE DRA AVOl 0 DoNEE—CHEQUE 
PRESENTED BUT NOT AID ) | \ Ek QU TIONED BUT 
REGULAR Deatu or Dor ( 1 AGAINST HER ESTATI 
GikT IMPERFECT AND 
1 lady, in her last illin ‘ e for £700 ft 
with whom she had lived foi et nd the cheque dul 
presented but not | ) / ) the siqnature be of a 
vy hy hy and shul T/ } / = ’ 
; j hig 
] 
Held, that the cheque not | paid, thes ) 
d and effectual qaft of t/ y to the done 


In ve Beaumont; Be Ve Evhank, 192, 1 ( ssi 
ipproved 


Bromley Brunton, 186 L.R. 6 Ka. 275, disappre | 


\ppeal from a decision of Ky J riginatir 


taken out by the ad trator th the wi innexed of the 
testatrix, M ( rlotte Mas rne, who cdied « Sth 
May, 1023, havi ry her r residduary estate to 
two chariti I} te t | data ursing hone 
kept by the defendant for ir | re her deat cL on 
Oth \pril L e hes ’ or L700 It was presented 
at the bank but not 4 if t word pound wa it 
out andl the { wil writter On Soth 
April the defendant press ther ¢ que, but t ban 
refused to pay it bee eof t ! v ot the onatur 
The plainti? took out t] 7 to deter \ 
other question VI r t lef nt. M (iifford. 
entitled to this E700. a | J | that she was no Ihe 
defendant apy eel 

Sir EK. Pottock, M.R., said that the appeal must be di 
missed. The question 1 eresting « | 
it was unfortunate f \l (; | ttemipt t | 
the gift to her had fa 1. I rel then stated the fa 
and proceeded lle w prepared t eo with the ppella 
counpse! argu t. that k knew there w neat 
enough money on curres \ ) { meet the cheque. thes 
intended to honour the cheque nd look to be reimbursed 
out of the ck posit account But a cheque was not money 
in the hands « b barn I) ‘ ler deliver 1 ! t¢ 
t hie holder, mma until the cheg \ pata there wa ne wood 
wilt inter vivo In Hewitt Kaye, 1868, LR. 6 Eq. 198 
Lord Romilly held there Wi ne ¢ plete adeiiveryv to cor 
titute ai gilt 0 too ln ve Bee Estate, 1872. L.R 
13 Ky 80, where a cheque wa n together with a banker 


pass-book. All the cases were re msidered by Buckley 
J., (as he then wa in / e Be yi Beanmont v. Ewhank 


1902. 1 Ch. S80. where by ad iT ll the cass order 
that the gilt may b rita t must. | hink. be hewn that 
the donor handed over either property or the ¢ndi of 
title to propert which belonged to hi His ow? chequ 
Is not property if is ¢ ! ocable ordey h that if 
il banker act on it Lhe clones \ ive the money to which 
it relate Even without actual vinent there 2 y be a 
good gift—for instane if there an undertaking by the 
banker to the donee to hold the amount of the cheque for 
the latter that mav be en ul Unk there that. o7 
omething equival nt to it, there no delivery of property, 
but only a delivery of that whiel f acted on, will procure 
the delivery of property On the other side there was the 


case oft Bromle yes By, inloo iso L R O Ky yay ey whicl 
was decided by Stuart, V.C., on the ground that the bankers 








was not distingu 


WARRINGTON, L.. 


irrelevant lo the 





the money the service of the gift 


tinguishable on its special facts. But 


hable, it was not good law, and must 


eque therefore remained a mere ordet 


SarGAn?T, L.J., delivered judgment 


j lrnold JS lly > Dighton Pollock 


L jd Bartlett a (o.. tor Swinhurne 


on-lTvyne : Vilner a Bickford, for 
astle-on-Tvne: Solicitors to the 


LANGPORD-LEWIS Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
The Poole Corporation. ). July 13, 14, 31 


y LDYISMISSAL) OF 
| MI Reasons Discrerion 
MpUCATION A 1o21 (11 & 12 Geo. 5, 


hea rs by th local educativos 


/ 
a, wring th pnducement to married 
ct their domestu duties and to ive 
ed teachers yn oreater need ol! 


a dismissal with a motive alien and 

the fatulory duties of suc h com 

tf pose Of mdintatning and keeping 
17 of the Education Act, 1921. 


t Urban District Council, 1923, 2 Ch. 372 


imarried school teacher for a declara 
porting to ter nate her engagement 


tive and for an Injunction to restrain 


acting oF Ol attempting to enforce 
ed right thereunder. The facts were 
1914, the Plaintiff was appointed a 
tre in the girls’ department ot 
ntul chools of the defendant cor- 


n Loe]. and no objectic h was made 


mplaints made at any 

a tear ! In LOR the question 

cd teacher wal considered by 

ttee and in July, LO24, the plaintiff 
cd women teachers received notice 


ents at the expiration of one month 
wthat the defendants in exercising 
n into account matters alien and 
out of their statutory duties which 
pefhicient ~ all the public elementary 
accordance with the provisions 


on Act, 1921] 


irse of a col lered judgment said : 


tion that the defendants were attempt 
uance of motives alien and irrelevant 


duties as a local education authority 


not disputed that he 1s entitled to the 


n view of the judgment of Eve, J 
Urban District Council, 1923, 2 Ch. 
ecepted by both parties as correctly 

) ticable te uch a case as the 

refore proceed to examune the facts 

t plaintiff has shown 

ve not acted in good faith with the 

ols eflicient, but for some other alien 

I have not had the advantage of 

uber or official of the educational 


tuating the committe 


‘ motives ac 


endeavouring therefore to ascertain their 
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motives I am obliged to rely almost entire ly on the documentary 
evidence and the inferences which ought prope ly to be dri WI 
from It. It ippears that the object which th com tte nd 
the council had in view was to remove as far as possible ar 
nducement to married women teachers to mm ol, ct f{ I 
domestic concerns, both because it was in their view t 
primary duty of married women to attend to those concerns 
and because the young unmarried female teachers were i 
greater need of remunerative employn ent 1 tho Wllo 
were married. D ing the best ] can with tl materiais at 
my disposal, and not forgetting that the onus of proof is « 
the plaintiff, I feel myself driven to the conclusion that 
nowever deserving of sympathy the object which the de ! 
dants¢had in view might be, they were attempting to d 

the plaintiff in pursuance of motives in no w connected 
with the efficient maintenance of the schools or of education 
in their district. but for motives alien and irre levant to t 


discharge of their statutory duties. I mus 
e dec laration ask d lor by the plaintiff = 
COUNSEL: Clauson, K.C., and A. A. Thomas ; 
K.C., and C. D. Myles 
Souicirors: Erie J. 
W. H. Curtis, of Poole. 


(Reported by L. M. 


th 
Maugh 
Peacot k: Goddard, for 


Floyd ; & 


May, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 


Inre Wilson: Ez parte The Trustee. 
2nd, 8th, 9th, 14th and 3lst July. 
AFTER 
RECEIVER 
Marcu 
BINDING 
PROCEEDS O! 

CLAIM BENEFIT, BU 
Acr, 1914, 


BANKRUPTCY 


Lawrence, J. 


Pro 


BY 


BANKRUPTCY —RECEIVING ORDER 
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such 


fora h ring match 


agents whe re the 
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was a promoter of boxing ma 
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the date of the adjudication was 6th } 1924 
July, 1924, the bankrupt had an interview with t (Assistant 
Official Receiver at which he suggested that, 1 tw tanding 
the receiving order, h should be ved to go on with tl 
staging, etc., of the box ng matel it Was ari d. as the 





found on the facts, that 


court he shoul 


preparations for the match without interference, 


should collect the proceeds of sale of tickets, ete., on hi 
undertaking to account to the Official Receiver fo urplus 
proceeds after payment of expenses. The bankrupt had 
obtained a stav of the advertisement of the receiving order 


pending appeal, but the appeal Wa dismi 


removed, and the receiving order duly gazetted on 29th July, 
1924. The bankrupt placed the sale of tickets with various 
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Le | 
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Golding, Hargrave & Golding; Wallington, Fabian & Co. ; 
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{Reported by L. M. May, KEasq., Barristerat-Law.) 





Reviews. 

The Law of Stamp Duties on Deeds and Other Instruments. 
By E. N. Ap kK dand Enlarged by A. R. Rupaut 
vith Notes « Prac by H \\ JORDAN LSt 
Edition. xXxxvill and LD 
In the new edition of vork cel alterations and 

dditions, rendered by recent ! und. « 

on stamp law, 1» d ind t t und Practu 

Notes have been further revised. We ld, | nture 

to offer one criti the erghtee! edition of t excellent 

work. No referen le init to any of the provision 
of the new Prop Statut reler hOWeVe! 
briefly made, would ced lue to all 
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ree mendatile ) | LICITOI JOURNAL 
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L woking Back he ( ‘ Polit-cal Career, hb 
L. A. ATHERLEY-JONI Kf Judge of The Mavor’s and 
( tv of Lond nf ourt Lee erotl \ SIZ he erly 
M.P. for N.W. Dut H. F. & G. Witherb 26 High 
Holborn, W.C.] i2s. Od 


Lye UrquUs ; oT the Future of L by Kk. S. P. Hay an 

Interesting attempt to lores f futu levelopment f Law 
particularly of E d next fil : 

Kegan, Paul, Trene | & | Ltd.. Londo ss Gd 

Stephen's Commentaries on the Laws of England, by Kowarp 
JeENKS, M.A., D.C.L., 4 edition. revised and 
modernised Butterwe a Ur I} ird, Temple Bar 
{5 6 


The Modern La of Me P; jo iD (; ( (Hh IIRE, 
B.C.L., M.A. Butterw & Co., B ird, Temple Bar 


») 


’ 





Rules and Orders. 
SUPREMI COURT, ENGLAND. 


THe RULES or THE Supreme Court (No. 4), 1925. Datrep 


Ist Ocrorper, 1925. 
We, the Rule Committ of tl Supreme Court, hereby 
make the followin Rul 
1.—-(1) In paragraph (6) of Rule 9 of Order XI, after the 
words © foreign country, towether witl there shall be inserted 
the words “ a copy of. 
(2) In Form No. 74. i Appendix K to the Rules of the 
Supreme Court, 1883, for the expre yn 3) The evidence of 


service ’’ there shall be 
of the evidence of service. 

y 2 In para raph 1) of Rul 17 of Order :e 1.4 after the 
expression “ Five per Cent. London County Consolidated 
Stock, LY 10-60," there shall be ir ried the expression Four 
and a Half per Cent. London County Consolidated Stock, 
1045-1085,."’ 


3. There shall be added to Order LXV _ the following 


ad ti eXpression 3) Copy 


Rule : 
28. The feosts} cribed pursuant to proviso (ii) 
to sub-section (1) of ection LL of the County Courts Act. 
IVI (a), as amended b tion 20 of the Administration 
of Justice Act, 1925 (b hall be the scale in Appe ndix P.’’ 
1. The seale of « t t out in the \ppendix to thes Rules 
shall be added to the Rules of the Supreme Court, and shall 
stand as Appendix P to th Rule 

5. These Rules may | ited as the Rules of the Supreme 
Court (No. 4), 1925, and the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
1883, shall have effect a mended by these Rules, 


Dated the Ist day of October, 1925 
Cave, C. 


SCALE OF CosTs APPLICARI ro CAs! WITHIN PROVISO (11) 
rO SURBR-SECTION | ot SECTION I) oF rit COUNTY 
Courts Act, 119. A AMENDED BY SECTION 2O OF THI 
ADMINISTRATION OF JUsTICN AcT, 1925. 

1. Cases within paragraph (a) of the proviso where claim 
paid within time limited by indorsement on writ and in which 
no Judgment is signed : 


(Where the defendant r les within five miles of the 





£ s. d 

For one defendant .. _ ee Te oe >» 0 O 

kor cach extra defendant ot be e. oO Ss O 

COUNTRY OR AGENCY CASI 

For one defendant os a od ae > 10 O 

For each extra defendant - aa it 6® 8 @ 

2. Cases within paragraph (6) of the proviso where judg 
ment signed in default of appearance or defence : 
(a) £20 and over, but less than LAO, specially 
indorsed : and any liquidated demand of £20 
or upwards bul less than L100 not specially 

indorsed : & ae d. 
In country and agency cases, and where service 
effected more than five miles from General 

Post Office ee ee .é os ee 6 14 6 





, O 
Town cases ht ee oe an wr 518 6 
And in addition for each extra service : 
(a) Effected in same district as the first a 0 8 O 
(5) Ina different district from that of previous 
service, or services ra én 2a 015 O 
(b) £10 or over, but less than £100, specially 
indorsed Py 
In country and agency cases, and where service 
effected more than five miles from General 
Post Office oa wn as oe ia 715 6 
Town Cases es ee ee ee ee 6 19 6 
And in addition for each extra service : 
a) Effected in same district as the first an 0 8 O 
(6) Ina different district from that of previous 
service, or services oe 015 O 


3. Cases within paragraph (c) of the proviso when judgment 
signed under Order 14: 
Country and 


Town Cases. Agency. 
rn Gh Bh SG 
£20 and over, but less than £10 918 6 1011 6 
£10 or over but less than £100 ee 10 Il 6 ll 5 0 
For cach additional defendant, 
served im the same district, 
appearing by same Solicitor .. 0 8 O 0 8 O 
For each additional defendant, 
served in a different district or 
appearing by different Solicitor 015 O 015 0O 
ADDITIONAL ALLOWANCES UNDER 3. 
£ ea. d. 
a Where an affidavit of service of summons is 
required ; ee iat ea be 012 6 
6b) Where notice of appearance is not given on 
the day on which the appearance is entered 
and plaintiff makes an affidavit of service for 
the purpose of judgment in default .. ‘ie 010 O 
(c) Costs of Adjournment of summons .. in 0 9 O 
ADDITIONAL ALLOWANCES APPLICABLE TO ALL THE ABQVE 
CASES, 
£ «se. d. 
(a) Where substituted service ordered and 
effected : 
£20 and over, but less than £10 —_ — a 3a 0 
£10 or over, but less than £100 ae é* 2 1 0 
(4) Where service out of the jurisdiction ordered 
and effected : 
For Service in Scotland, Northern Ireland 
or the Isle of Man .. Ae re o% 713 #6 
For Service in all other places out of the 
Jurisdiction 10 9 6 


(c) Mileage may be allowed in addition in all the 


aboyv ¢ CaSCS. 





Societies. 


To Seeredariea—Reporta of meetings. lectures, ete., to ensure Insertion in the 
current number, should reach the office ot later than 4 p.m, Wednesday. 


The Law Society’s School of Law. 


\ Moot was held in the Society’s Hall on Wednesday 
evening, 28th inst., before a Court over which Mr. J. B. 
Matthews, K.C., presided. The case, which was argued by 
way of appeal, was as follows: ‘* A, the freeholder of a house, 
which he has converted into flats, lives on the top floor. He 
lets the first floor to B and maintains the common staircase 


and landings. B by the terms of his tenancy agreement has 
contracted to pay for cleaning and lighting of the stairs and 
landing. X is a political candidate, and while canvassing A’s 


house is engaged in conversation with B on the landing 
outside B’s door when an electric light fitting falls and blinds 
 « \ did not know the fitting to be dangerous, but on 
examination would have found it to be defective. At the 








time X was drawing B’s attention to a poster advocating his 
candidature, which poster A had posted on the wall of the 
landing. The jury at the trial found the facts as stated and 
found negligence on the part of A. Judgment was entered 
for X for £1,000 with costs. A appeals.’’ The appeal was 
allowed. Mr. Matthews, in giving judgment, traced to its 
source the use of the word ‘‘trap’’ in connection with cases 
of this description, and pointed out the unfortunate confusion 
which had arisen as a result of two dicta contained in a recent 
decision of the House of Lords. In addition to Mr. Matthews 
the following students took part in the case: On the bench- 
Mr. F. FE. Baldock; Counsel for the appellant—Mr. M. B. 
Yeatman and Mr. €C. G. Dickenson; Counsel for the 
respondent—Mr. J. M. Paine and Mr. E, Appelbe. 





ot 


Op 
th 
mh 


Jo 


thi 
yes 
wa 
am 
enj 
He 
the 
wo 








Oct. 31, 1925 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 





(Vol. 70] 67 








Leeds Law Students’ Society. 

The third ordinary meeting of this Society was held on 
Monday evening, the 26th inst., at the Law Institute, Albion 
Place, Leeds, Mr. T. L. Chalton, Solicitor, being in the chair. 

The following was the subject for debate 3 

* Jones owned a dog which to his knowledge (there had 
been many complaints) was in the habit of attacking the dogs 
of Brown and Robinson, and which had at least once attacked 
mankind. One day the dogs of Brown and Robinson were 
proceeding peaceably on the highway when they were attacked 
by the Jones’ dog, which severely bit Brown’s dog. In the 
excitement of the moment Brown's dog bit Robinson's dog, 
and the latter promptly bit Smith, a passer-by. Can Smith 
successfully sue Jones or Brown or Robinson ? ”’ 

Mr. N. Boocock led for the affirmative, and Mr. A. G. 
McCandlish for the negative, and the following members also 
spoke :—Miss D. Wood, and Messrs. D. O. McKee, H. R. 
McDowell, H. G. S. Peck, M. Friedman, G. A. Linsley, W. E. 
Woods, W. Goodwin, A. R. M. Burton, S. D. MeCloy, H. FE. 
Thackray, S. R. Whitfield. J. Willman, FE. Wurzal, S. M. 
Pullan, E. J. L. Wooler, S. W. Wright, W. S. Theaker, J. Hill, 
J. N. Armstrong, F. H. C. Smith, A. B. Fox, and W. Bower 
(Hon Secretary). 

On a division, eighteen votes were cast for the affirmative, 
and eleven votes for the negative. Most of the members, 
however, were of the opinion that no liability attached to 
either Brown or Robinson, but cast their votes for the 
affirmative on the ground that Jones could be successfully 


sued. 





Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Debating Society. 


At a meeting of the Society held at the Law Society’s Hall 
on Tuesday, 20th inst. (Chairman, Mr. V. R. Aronson), the 
subject for debate was: ‘‘ That this House deplores the 
decision of the House of Lords in Roberts v. Hopwood and 
others, 1925, A.C, 578." Mr. R. A. C. Graham opened in the 
affirmative. Mr. C. G. Salinger seconded in the affirmative. 
Mr. C. W. M. Turner opened in the negative. Mr. A. E. 
Johnson seconded in the negative. The following members 
also spoke : Messrs. H. M. Pratt, F. W. Davies, M. C. Batten, 
\. L. Philips, W. S. Jones and John F. Chadwick. The 
opener having replied, and the chairman having summed up, 
the motion was lost by sixteen votes. There were twenty-five 
members and four visitors present. 





Me. J. S. NIX. 

Mr. J. S. Nix, Solicitor, died on 24th October, at The Limes. 
Chatteris, Cambs, aged fifty-six. The elder son of the late 
John Nix, he was educated at Kimbolton Grammar School 
and Cheltenham College, where he won the Iredell Prize 
1886-87, and the Wyllie Scholarship 1887, which he held at 
Trinity College, Oxford, where he took his degree in history. 
He served his Articles with Messrs. Cookson, Wainwright and 
Pennington, of Lincoln’s Inn Fields, and was admitted a 
solicitor in 1893. Since 1903 he practised at Chatteris. 
An enthusiastic footballer—he played formerly for the 
Casuals, and was always a keen supporter of all local sports. 
During the war he took active steps in connection with 
recruiting and Volunteer work, ultimately obtaining a Com- 
mission in the 3rd Volunteer Battalion The Cambridgeshire 
Regiment. - 

Mr. F. P. RHODES. 

Mr. Frederick Parker Rhodes, Solicitor, died on PP nd °K tober, 
agedeighty. He wasarticled to Mr. Newman. of Barnsley. and 
admitted in 1867. In 1892 he was joined by Mr. J. H. 
Cockburn, O.B.E., the firm practising under the name of 
Parker, Rhodes & Co. He was Clerk to the Borough and 
County Magistrate of Rotherham for thirty-four years up to 
1918, when he was appointed a County Magistrate. He was 
appointed Registrar of the Rotherham County Court in 1886. 
The principal work of his life was, however, as Secretary to the 
South Yorkshire Coalowners’ Association, a post he held for 
thirty-four years up to 1918, when the duties were for some 
years taken over by his partner, Mr. Cockburn. Mr. Rhodes 
was chairman of the Dalton Main Collieries Limited, Harrison 
and Camm Limited, the Bridge Colour Co. Limited, and 
several other concerns. He was a keen sportsman, and 
enjoyed fishing and shooting almost up to the end of his life. 
He leaves a widow, a son and four daughters. He was one of 
the outstanding figures in South Yorkshire and the mining 
world. 





Legal News. 


Information Required. 


RADCLIFFE.—Will Mr. G. H. B. Rapciirre, Barrister, 
or anyone knowing his present whereabouts, kindly com 
municate with Rai Sahib Chandrika Prasad, Ganeshganj, 


Ajmer, India. 


Business Announcement. 
Mr. Albert Martin Oppenheimer, Solicitor, wishes to 


announce that he has emoved the practice of Blachford, 
Norton & Smith, acquired by him in May last, from No. 15, 
Walbrook, E.C.4, to No. 31, Queen Victoria-street, E.C.4. 


Appoint ments. 


(Notices intended for insertion in the current issue should reach us on 
Thursday morning.) 

JUDICIAL APPOINTMENTS IN ULSTER. 

The King has appointed Mr. RicHarp Best. K.C., Attorney- 
General for Northern Ireland, to be a Lord Justice of Appeal 
in succession to Lord Justice Moore, whose appointment as Lord 
Chief Justice of Northern Ireland was recently announced. 


Arrest. Safeguards. 
REVISED POLICE ORDERS. 

The revised police orders issued recently by Sir William 
lforwood, Commissioner of Met ropolitan Police, to all the 
police stations inthe Metropolitan area contain many provisions 
intended to safeguard the rights of arrested persons, and to 
prevent a repetition of the scandal that was caused by the 
wrongful arrest of Major Sheppard. The orders are supple- 
mental to the three new instructions, dealing with finger- 
prints, identification parades, and bail, which were issued 
to the police very shortly after Mr. J. F. P. Rawlinson, K.C., 
M.P., had reported tothe Home Secretary on Major Sheppard’s 
case, 

It is laid down that persons taken into custody should, as a 
general rule, be conveyed to the nearest police-station to be 
charged. If it becomes nece ssary to transfer a prisoner from 
one station to another, this is to be done by an escort from the 
station to which the prisoner is first brought, in order to avoid 
delay. The charge must always be read over to the prisoner, 
not with a view to extract an answer, but to inform him of the 
nature of the charge which is preferred. Any observation or 
request made by him should, however, be noted, and where 
necessary attended to at once. A person formally charged 
very often remains silent, it is stated, though he may previously 
have emphatically denied the charge and asserted his innocence 
when arrested or on his way to the station. In such cases an 
officer should inform the station officer when preferring the 
charge, and also the court when giving evidence, of the fact 
of the repudiation of the charge ; otherwise hé may mislead 
the court as to the pri oner’s attitude. 

IN THE POLICE STATION, 

With regard to the xtracting of a confession, it is laid 
down :— 

The officer on duty will not allow any statement in the 
nature of a confession to be extracte d, either by a police 
officer or private individual, from a person brought to a 
station on a charge. The accused should be informed 
that any admission he makes may be used in evidence. 
Everything possible, states another revised paragraph, 

must be done to assist a person in custody, who desires to 
arrange for bail, to communicate with friends, and for this 
purpose the police tele phon or telegraph may be used 
The public telephone is not to be used without the prisoner’s 
consent. If a prisoner prefers to pay for a messenger to 
bo sent by cab, or for a po tal telegram, the station officer 
must arrange without delay. It is often practicable for a 
person charged to give corroborative testimony as to his 
name and address, by producing a letter addressed to himself, 
a visiting card, or some other paper Failing this, he can be 
questioned with the aid of the Post Office or local directory. 
If prisoners have no money, and are desirous of being bailed, 
the necessary expenses of sending for bail will be allowed by 
the Commissioner. Every prisoner must be informed, as 
admitted to bail, and to 


early as possible, of his right to b 
also provided 


communicate with friends ot olieitor. It i 
in the revised paragr ph 110 that: 

No conversation should be held in the hearing of prisoners, 
nor may improper language be used towards them or in their 
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presence ; and no frivolous cor raat ie in the « room 
or elsewhere will be allowed b nm a person in custody 
nd ar yp lie ollicers, 

[IDENTIFICATION PARADES. 

To insure that the identification of prisoners is carried out 
fairly, it is directed that t ofl rin charge of the case, 
though present, shall take no p in the proceedings, which 
will be carried out by the officer on duty at the station or 
court. “It is, however, very important that identifications 
should not be hurried ; and I he officer on duty is much 
occupied with other matters, it will be di irable that another 
tation officer should b ummoned for the purpose.”’ Every 
cay j to be takenthat, Tari pr eticabl , person 1 mbled 
for identification do not become awar which of them is the 
pri oner. Wit ne must not b I] d to see the accu ed 
before he i placed ith others forth purype of identification. 
No exchange of the prisoner clothing, or any other act 
tending to change his appearance from that when the offence 
was committed, should be permitted under any circumstances. 

Prior to the accused person being put up for identification, 
he should be informed of his right to stand where he pleases 
in the rank, and not be allotted a special position. He will 
also be told that he | } right to object to any of the 
porson lected or the rear ments made. The accused 
must be informed that he is entitled to have present a solicitor 
or friend, provided they understand they are not to interfere 
with the proceeding 

Should any prisoner object to his finger-prints being taken, 
compulsion must not be r ried to. In every case it should 
be clearly shown on the charge-sheet whether or not finger- 
print have been taken by the police. An additional para- 
graph, de a ensngsir polie nd the press, lays down that : 

While the are o¢ ions on which the pre may usefully 
be reque ted to publi sh the photograph of a prisoner o1 wanted 
person, no such request is to be made to the pr wit hout the 
authority of the Commissioner being first me ny unless 
there are special and urgent reasons for depart ¢ from this 
course. 

Officer ° it i added, are trictly forbidden to afford any 
n istance in obtaining a photo I ph of a prisoner or wanted 
person ; and every reasonable precaution must be taken to 
pre ve nt uch a photograph being taken or obtained. 

rRIBUTE TO SOLICITOR, 

Public tribute was paid in the King’s Bench Divisional 
Court, presided over by Mr. Justice Mackinnon and Mr. Justice 
Wright, on Tuesday inlast week, to thelate Mr. William Clifton, 
of the firm of Mess William A. Crump and Son, Leadenhall- 
street, City, who was a familiar figure in the Commercial 
Court. Mr. Justice M salhiioae n said Mr. Clifton’s career was a 








striking example of the possibilities that lay before a man 
of great intellectual power and sterling character. Similar 
reference were made by Mr. Justice Wright, Mr. Alexander 
Neilson, K.C.. on behalf of the Bar, and Mr. G. L. Ff. MeNair, 
on behalf of solicitors 
re 
Court Papers. 
oe me Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF I t TRA A’ AN 
Date Et I ¥ APPEAL ¢ Mr j I Mr. JvusTicr 

I A N Evi ROMER 
M'nd'y Nov Mr. S M j 1 ng Mr. Ritchie 
Tuesday ; } ‘ M Ri ‘ Svn 
Wednesday ‘ I m t Synge I t 
Thursday 5 H Beacl t hi 
Friday 6 J } je 
Saturday 7 More I Ive Syne 

Mr. J Ch M J rl Mr. JUSTICE 

ASTI Y LA I ELI POMLIN 
M'nd’y N 2 Mr. Mor Mr. J Mr. Bloxam M I s Beach 
Tuesday I More’ Hi Beach Bloxan 
Wednesda i Mor J y Boxam hi Reach 
Phursday Folly Mor H i iloxar 
Friday 6 More # } A” Bloxam Hicks Beach 
Saturday 7 J Mor Hicks | t Bloxam 
VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.— It is very cavential tl ~ ill Policy Holde rs should 
have a detailed valuation of their effecta Property is rally very inadequately 
insured. and in case of loss insurers suffer according! DEBENHAM STORRS SONS 
(LIMITE D), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W 4 the well known chattel valuers 
and auctioneers (established over 100 year have a staff of expert Valuers, and will 


be glad to advise those desiring valuat 8s for any purpose, Jewels, plate, furs, 
furniture, works of art, bric-A-brac a speciality [ADVT 

THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 


FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE 
WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED 


Mrpp.esex Hosprrat, 
or Fonps ror rrs Homans Work. 


A UNIVERSAL APPEAL. 

For A Postcard oR A GUINEA FOR A MODEL 
BEQUEST TO THE HoOspiITAL FoR EPILEPSY 
AND PARALYSIS, MAIDA VALE, W. 


To LAWYERS 
FORM OF 








Stock Exchange Prices of certain 


Trustee Securities. 


Next London Stock Exchange Settlement. 
5th November, 1925. 


Bank Rate 4%. 
Thursday, 


MIDDLE 


: INTEREST YIELD WITH 

eres) Sa | ae 

English Government Securities. £s.d. £04 
Consols 24% oe oe ee oe 553 410 0 _ 

War Loan 5%, 1929-47 .. oe ee 0xd 5 0 0/'5 0 0 

War Loan 44% 1925-45 on on 94ixd 415 0/418 0 

War Loan 4% — free) 1929-42 ee 100 400 400 

War Loan 3}% Ist March 1928 ee 973 312 01415 0 

Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 , 874 |411 6'412 6 

Victory 4% "Bonde (available for Estate 

Duty at par) Average life 35 years . 93 4460/4 8 0 
Conversion 44% Loan 1940-44 «+ 7f, 412 6/1416 6 
Conversion 34% Loan 1961... oe W6y, 412 O a 
Local Loan 3% Stock 1921 or after .. 65 412 0 —_ 
Bank Stock ee oe ee oe 2514 415 O — 
India 44% 19: 50. 55 a oe ee 89xd'5 10/16 4 0 
India 34% ‘ oe oe oe 67% |5 3 0 _ 
India 3% .. inn oe ee oe 57§ 5 3 6 _ 
Sudan 44% 1939-73 es oe oe 95 414 6 417 6 
Sudan 4% 1974 .. ‘ ° oe 863 412 6 417 O 
Transvaal Government 3% G uaranteed 

1923-53 (Estimated life ‘19 years) .. 80 315 0,410 6 

Colonial Securities. 
Canada 3% 1938 oe a“ os 834 313 0/416 0 
Cape of Good Hope 4% 1916-36 at 914 476/419 6 
Cape of Good Hope 34% 1929-49 ee 803 |4 70/419 6 
Commonwealth of Australia 43% 1940-60 99 416 0 418 0 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71 .. - ee 923 |417 0/417 0 
Natal 4% 1937 .. ee ee oe 91 48:8 01:5 0 0 
New South Wales 44% 1935-45 ee 934 416 6 5 1 6 
New South Wales 4% 1942-62 .. ee 84 415 6 56 0 0 
New Zealand 44% 1944 ee oe 954 414 0/419 0 
New Zealand 4% 1929 ae ‘en 96 23 ¢6i8 28 
Queensland 34% 1945 .. oe oe 78} 49 61570 
South Africa 4% 1943-63 «* oe 87h 411 6,415 0O 
S. Australia 34% 1926.36 « «ob F645 618 66 
Tasmania 34% 1920-40 .. 7 ee 84} & 2 eis §.¢é 
Victoria 4% 1940-60 ne wt 84 415 0/419 0 
W. Australia 44% 1935-65 we -- | 935 |416 0/418 6 

Corporation Stocks. 
Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 or 

at option of Corpn. .. Yr a 64 413 6 ~- 
sristol 34% 1925-65 .. oh sa 764 411 650 0 
Cardiff 34% 1935 he ee oe} 319 6\'5 O 6 
Croydon 3% 1940-60 ae. an 68 @s¢e¢emmesis 
Glasgow 24% 1925-40 .. oe oe jéxd' 3 6 0 411 6 
Hull 34% 1925-55 oe oe ee Ti 410 6\/419 0 
Liverpool 33% on or after 1942 at 

option of Corpn. - ne sie 754 413 0 _ 
Ldn. Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 

option of Corpn. oe oe ee 534 413 6 _ 
Ldn. Cty. 3% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 

option of C orpn. es 63} 414 0 — 
Manchester 3% on or after 1941 -. | 643 | 413 6 -- 
Metropolitan Water Board 3% ‘A’ 

1963-2003 . oe ee 644 413 0,415 0O 
Metropolitan Water Board 3% ‘B’ 

1934-2003 a 65 (412 0 413 0 
Middlesex C.C . 34% 1927-47 ee 81; '4 6 6 419 6 
Newcastle 34°, irredeemable .. es 74} 414 0 — 
Nottingham 3% irredeemable .. oe 63 415 0 _ 
Plymouth 3% 1920-60 .. \ 683 |4 8 0;419 0 

English Railway Prior Chee. 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture a 8132 418 0 _ 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge 994 5 1 0 _ 
Gt. Western Rly. 5° Preference - 94 5 6 O _ 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture .. 79 x. 2's — 
1.. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed 76 56 5 6 _ 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Ist Preference | 71} 512 0 _ 
L. Mid. & Scot. R ly. io "Debentuse ae 80} 5 0 O —_ 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% ’ Guaranteed ee 784 . & 8 _ 
L. Mid. & Scot. R ly. +“ Preference .. 74 5 8 0 _ 
Southern Railway 4°, Debenture ee 80 15 0 0 —_ 
Southern Railway 5 5 o, Guaranteed .. 98) |5 1 6 - 
Southern Railway 5%, Preference ee 91} 6 9 O — 




















